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INTRODUCTION 


Probably  no   oook   written    by  any  author   In    tho   Miiri- 
time  Provinces  has  aroused   mom  interest  In  religious  cir- 
clea  than  Chrlitianlty  and  Its  Bibk,  by  Rev.  H.  F.  Waring. 
M.  A.,  and   published   by   the  University  of  Chicago   press. 
It    has    called    forth      h.>arty    ondorsemonts    and      glowing 
eulogies  from  many  of  the  leading  scholars  and  magazines 
on  the  conilnent.     On  the  other  hand,  it  has  found  a  few 
opponents    who    have   been    instant    in    season    and    out    of 
sca.son    in    condemning    the    alleged    dangerous    tendencies 
of   the    book.     One    of    the    most    vehement   and    persistent 
of  these  is   Rev.   E.  J.   Grant,   of  Hampton,   N.   B.,   who   in 
a  letter  to  the  Halifax   Herald   wont   so   far  as   to  give  as 
his    judgment    that    it    would    be    excaedingly    difficult    to 
.  learn  from  tho  book  what  Mr.  Waring  believes  op  whether 
he   believes   anything    that    is   worth    while.'     It    seemed    to 
the  writer  of  this   pamphlet   that   this   statement   so   dam- 
aging to  the  book  and  the  author  should  not  be  permitted 
to    go    unchallenged.     He    therefore    wrote    a    letter    to    "he 
Herald    in    which    he    jirotested    against    this    and    a    few 
other    criticisms    that    had    been    made    again.^t    the    hook. 
In   reply  to   Mr.   Grant   he   showeii    that   Mr.   Waring  in   his 
book  teaches  the  reality  an'!  awfulncss  of  sin.     Ho  teaches 
regeneration    and    conversion.     By    ro.gcneration    meaning 
the    coming    of    life    from    God.     By    conversion    the    cor- 
responding   flow   to    God.     He    teaches    that    man    Is    saved 
not    by   morality    nor    by    good    works    but    by    ifaith.     He 
teaches  that  Jesus   is   Saviour   from   sin,   that   through   the 
saving  power  of  his  death  on   the  cross,  man   is  made  at 
one  with  God.     He  teaches  the  Fatherhood  of  God  and  the 
fact    that    through    the    aid    of    God    the    Holy    Spirit    and 
through    Josus    the    Son   of    G^d.    man    in    his    childhood    of 
weakness    is    brought    to    God,    the    loving    Father.     Surely 
a    man    who    believes    those    fundamental    doctrines    which 
were    selected    at    random    from    the    book,    believes    .some- 
thing   that    is    Avorth    while.     One    of    three    courses    were 
now      open      to      Mr.    Grant.         (1).    First,    to    substantiate 
his  charge.     (2).     to  make  a  frank  apology  to  Mr.  Waring 
for   a   charge    that    was    calculat.  d    to    do    so   much    injury 
to   the   book  and   its  author.         (.-J).     To   remain   silent   and 
leave    the    impTessinn    that    lie    was    unable    to    formulate    a 
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rop  y    that    wa«    satisfactory    and    unwilling    to    make    an 
apology.     Mr.   Grant  adopted   the   third  course  " 

hrinJ      .h""''    ^^'■'"*    ^'''""    '"^'"'^*"*'    ""    the    one    char«o 

^,  ,^.   '"*"'"hl^-t      of      h,    pngres,      entitled:     A    Crltlnue    of 
Chrl.  lunlty    and    the    Hlhlo.    by    Pa.stor    R.    J.    Grin        Th  ' 
.auM.hlot.  advortlsod    in   the   Maritime   naptLst.   1«   not  Inlv 
helnK   Hrculatod   Industriously   among  the' memb,  r.^  of  Mr 
Uarlnps    c-onKregatlon    In    Halifax,    but    Is    being    sent    to 
many  o     tho   nUnlstern  and   laymen  of  the  Baptist  denon 
mat  on  in   th.   Marlthne   r>rovlnce.s.     Mr.   Grant  wouHm 
buby    adnm    that    the    erfect    of    the    pamphlet    u^on 't^: 

Judice  him  most  strons:Iy  agaln.n  the  author  of  Chrlstlanitv 
and    Its    isible.  Th.    Maritime    Baptist,    in    an    edit  ."     I 

o.>mmc^tin^  on  Mr.  Graafs  critique,  state.  Mf  any  on^r  adi 

Chrl'*  r"''  r .  """■*"''*"^  '••«''  *''•  conclusion  th.t 
Chrut.an.ty  and  It.  Bible  i«  a  book  char.ct.riz.d  by 
dangerous      tendencies      and      much      pernicious      doctrine 

the'mart  "'"  *\''"^'  '"  unprejudiced  conclu^iorin 
the  matter  may  w.th  profit  read  both  the  book  and  the 
Cnt.que.'  That  Mr.  Grant's  pan.phlet  is  calculated  to  !n 
of  ChrUH  ""T""  !  "'""''  "*""'  ''"""^  '^^^^'"■'^t  fhe  author 
iLe  nnlT^.  T  I'"  ""'''''•  ^^^'^^^^'^''^  among  tho.se  who 
have   not    read    the    book    or    who    have   read    it    hastily    is 

fetter  .nf^S'K^^r"  "'  '^"  '"^"^  °'  ^^^^^  Scotia,  in  a 
le  er  dated  Feb.  19th.  wrote  me  among  other  things  the 
following,    which    I    ouote    as    .showing    the    effect    of    the 

telligent  laymen.  'I  have  received  a  pamphlet  purporting 
to  be  a  cr.t.c.sm  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bible,  by  Pastor 
r;  t  2      *        M^"'    '■"''•••''  ^'^^    "**'•  <"•   "o   knowledge 

critique.  There  are  many  others  who  will  know  that 
dJLr'^M  "'-^T^    completely    ignores    Mr.    Waring's 

declared  purpose  m  his  book,  continually  avoids  the  prim- 

mLl""'  "'J'\t  '"  '^'^  *"■'*  "^  *^«  """'^  »"^  persistently 
rrr^  T  J*  *i«  P"'*'°"»  *«ken  by  Mr.  Waring  through- 
Ti  ^u  *  1  ^•'■'  *"■''  ^'°^«^«'''  '"any  others  who  wi'l 
feel  thPt  this  production  has  annihilated  Mr.  Waring's 
theology,  his  book  and  his  influence,  hardly  leaving 
even  a  memory  in  their  minds  of  his  temerity  in  ventur- 
mg  to  express  his  belief.' 

Now  the  best  reply  to  the  pamphlet  Is  the  book  Itself 
but  as-  there  are  perhaps  thousands  of  people  who  will 
road  the  pan.phlet  without  seeing  the  book,  the  pamphlet 
calls  for  a  reply  an.i  as  the  pamphlet  gathers  up  all  the 
adverse  criiici.«m    that   ha.   been  brought   again.^t   the   book 
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a  reply  to  tho  pamphlet  1»  a  n«ply  to  all.  I  have  under- 
taken the  tank  of  replylnR.  partly  becaiis.-  of  my  intlmato 
association  with  Mr  Waring  in  Christian  work,  partly  be- 
cau«o  of  my  sympathy  with  tho  general  nim  and  spirit  of 
tho  book,  partly  l>ocause  I  have  been  urjced  to  the  work 
•by  representative  nu-n  of  ..iir  denomination,  but  most  of 
all  because  of  a  conviction  that  in  this  a«e  of  theolojrlcal 
rooonstruc-tlon  and  unrest,  instead  of  con^lemnK  harshly 
orlticlzlnK  and  grossly  nilsn-preNt-ntlnK,  we  should  thank 
God  for  men  like  Mr  Waring,  who  are  mediating  betwtM-n 
the  specialists  and  the  people  and  patiently  and  reverenily 
are  seeking  to  make  faith  possible  to  so  tnany  who  mm\''- 
how  have  drifted  away  fn.m  the  faith  of  their  childhood. 
I»  Is  not  my  Intention  to  reply  in  detail  t..  all  the  minor 
l>oints  raised  by  Mr.  ('.rant  in  his  pamphlet.  To  do  so 
■would  re«iuire  a  pamphlvt  of  many  pages,  I  wish  rather 
to  discuss  the  Purpose  of  tlie  Oitic,  the  Spirit  of  the 
Critic  and  the  Method  of  tlie  Critic,  and  in  closing  deal 
with  the  Baptist  Position  and  the  Question  of  Honesty, 
If  I  am  able  to  show  that  the  critic  has  seriously  miwre- 
presented  the  author's  position  r>n  such  important  doc- 
trines a-s  the  acripture.-s,  tho  Atonement,  tho  Virgin  Birth, 
and  the  Resurrection  of  Christ,  tlie  intelligent  reader  will 
be  Indined  to  discount  the  minor  criticl.><ms  of  the  book. 
As  a  matt. a-  of  fact,  by  showing  the  nit-thod  of  the 
critic  I  shall  indirectly  answer  every  criticism  brought 
against  the  book. 

I     THEPURPOSEOFTHE  CRITIC. 

On  the  first  page  of  the  pamphlet  Mr.  Grant   expres.ses 
his   purpose.     It    is   'to   write   for   publication    what    in    our 
opinion    are    the    objectionable    features    of    the    booi-  '     If 
is   'to   write   as   briefly   as   possible   what   seems   u     j,   thr 
most   unfortunate  and   utterly  to   be  detested   teachings 
this  book.'     Here   then  we  have   the  very  frank  deelaraii 
that  the  critic  of  Christianity  and   its  Bihie,  moIe..\ei    •■ 
everything  that  is  true  and  good  and  beautiful   in  the  Ix.- 
Is   on   the  hunt   for   the  objectionable,    tho   unf  irtunate    .-. 
the    utterly    to    be    detested.     It    is    an    honc-t    confes-. 
that  his  treatment  of  the  book   is  to  be  a  one-sided   tr.-, 
ment.     It    is    not    to    look    for    things    to    jiraise,    hut     f.. 
things      to      condimn    that      he    scrutinizes    the      paj^,-     ,,t 
Christianity   and    Its    Bible.     Dominated    by   a    like   puri)o.-' 
Robert    Ingersoll,    the    apostle    of    clie;ip    irfidelity    came    '  ■ 
our    Bible    and    upon    the    public    platform    held    it    up    t 
scorn    and    laughter.     He    too,    was    on    the    hunt    for    what 
seem'd   to  him    the  objectionable,   the   unfortunate  and    the 
utterly   to    be   detested,   and    like    Uie    critic    of   Christinnity 
and   Its   Bible,  ihe    found    the   things    lie    was   seeking-.     How 
imr>o.«sible   to   have   a    fair  judi-inent    of  any    book    when   a 


writer  Is  domlnatcil   by  suoh  a  purpo«e 

The  purpose  having  been  Indicated  no  frankly   we  are 
prepared    for 

II.  THE  SPIRIT  OFTHE  CRITIC. 

Alhana«lu8.    one    of    the    early    Churrh    Fathers,    cuil- .1 
h  8  theoir.g-ieal  opponents  'c'.vil..  .ntichri.t.,  maniac..  J.w. 
.th.i.t.     dog,,    wolvM.    hydra.,    mI.,    gnat.,    b.ati..    and 
••ch...     The   Christian    world    has   n.ad.-   a  great   advanc.- 
in      courtesy      of      speech      since    Athana..lu8    hurled    the^e 
epithets    at    his    theoloKlcal    adver.saries.     Most    theological 
controversies    today    are    free    from    the    use    of    polen.lcal 
billlng.Kate.     Th..   excited   appeal   to   passion   and   prejudice 
and    the    use   of   derisive    e,>ithets   are    not    tol.rated    within 
the    ranks    of    true    seh.dar.-,hlp.     It    Is    therefore    with    deep 
r.+fret    that    w    lUul    Mr.    (Jrant    usin*    such    epithets    and 
phrases      towards      Mr.    W.uins      or    Christianity    and    Its 
Bible  as   the   following-  'utterly  to   b«  dete.ted'  'very  ar- 
rogant   or    very    carel...    writer'    'dogmati.m,'    '..If    con- 
fid.nt,     profe..edly   Chri.ti.n    teacher,'    <profe...dly   Chri.- 
t.an    m.n..ter,'    'altogether      un.afe    guide,'      •reckle..ne.*' 
pern.c.ou.  and  utterly  fal..,'  a  comparison  of  the  book   to 

t.on.,  the  timid  que.tioning,,  the  lame,  halting,  he.itat- 
mg  .tatem.nt.,'  'the  moat  .tupid  book,'  'arrogance  and 
.elf  complacency,'  'no  .ane  man,'  'fooli.h,'  A  pious  hope 
that  the  men  In  Bapti^^t  pulpits  who  have  accepted  the 
Method  of  the  higher  criticism  may  be  recovered  'from  thi. 
•nare  of  the  Devil,'  It  Is  perhaps  fortunate  for  all  parties 
concerned  that  Mr.  Grant  Is  living  in  the  liOth  century 
rather  than  In  the  Dark  ages,  for  he  has  so  felt  the  toler- 
ant spirit  of  the  modern  world  that  he  cannot  fairly  be 
placed  in  the  same  class  with  Athanasius  as  a  maker  of 
abusive  epithets,  but  that  he  has  reached  that  enviable 
nuahty  of  spirit  which  is  sometimes  known  as  the  scien- 
tific mind,  will  hardly  "be  admitted  by  anyone  who  studies 
the  above  list  of  words  culled  from  his  pamphlet 

In    contrast  to    the    Spirit  of  the    Critique,    It    might    be 
well    to    notice    what    other    critics    have    ..aid    concerning 
the  Spirit  of  Chrls-tianity  and  Its  Bible.     These  quotations 
will  at  the  same  time  .serve  to  correct  the  eiiithets  used  by  Mr 
Grant.     President     Falconer     writes    'sincerity,    .anity    and 
moral     earnestne...'     Pro.sbyt.  rian     Witness    'the    tone     is 
devout    and    reverent.'     The    Independent,    'it    is    liberal    In 
spirit,    cordial    in    its    attitude    toward    historical    criticism, 
but  cautious  m  the  acceptance  of  new  views,  and  sincerely 
religious   m    temper.'     The   Outlook,   'a   thoroughly   religious 
spirit  and  an  open-minded,   intellectual   attitude  of  hospit- 
al.ty  towards  all  that   is  well   accredited   in   modern   learn- 
ing,   are   conspicuous    in    the   book.     It    is    characterized    by 
.ud.c.ous    and    skillful      condensation,      fairness,      common 

(4) 


••ni«  and  fiMdom  from  doBm.ti.m.'  r.  n.ritlmo  Bap- 
tist. It  do«a  not  apc.k  to  u«  in  muffled  tona.  of  doubt  «nd 
nogation,  but  in  tho  eUar  v. brant  not*,  of  joyou.  and  tri- 
umphant  faith.  It  i.  .  book  which  mutt  mak*  a  strong 
appoai  to  oarnoat  and  unprajudiced  mir.ds.'  The  Yar- 
mouth  Herald.  'No  mattar  how  oaraful  or  brilliant  a 
T»*u!"  TV  *••  *^*  '""•*  '"iPortant  ihing  about  a  volumo 
Of  this  kind  IS  tha  spirit  in  which  it  is  writtan.  Ona  haa 
not  proaaadad  vary  far  in  thasa  pagas  bafora  ha  is  car- 
tarn  of  tha  abaolute  honaaty  of  tha  author...  Ha  has  tha 
eouraga  of  his  convictions.  Ha  touchaa  daftly  and  dal- 
icataly  on  controvarsial  matters,  in  biblical  criticism  I 
should  classify  him  as  a  scholar  with  an  opan  mind  and 
a  conssrvativa  leaning. 

IM.  THE  METHOD  OF  THE  CRITIC 

The  Method  of  the  Critic  Is  In  harmony  with  the 
purpose    and    .-.pirlt    airendy    expres.^ed.     It    Is    first    of    all 

(I).       A    METHOD   OF    MISREPRESENTATION. 

It  Is  with  much  r.luctance  and  a  feellnj?  of  sadne-^s 
that  I  write  these  \.ords.  To  charge  a  minl.stor  of  Je.sus 
Christ  with  ml.srepre.sentmsr  a  hook  written  by  a  brother 
minister  Is  a  most  serious  charge.  I  wish  to  be  charit- 
able to  the  critic  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bih.e  and  I  do 
not  claim  that  It  was  wilful  misrepre.^entatlon  but  that 
he  misrepresents  Is  a  fact  so  evident  to  every  thoughtful 
reader  of  this  pamphlet  that  no  other  word  so  fittingly 
dt«^crlbes  the  method.  Let  mo  give  a  few  Illustrations 
In  Point. 

(a)  On  page  two  he  states  that  nono  would  be  more 
forward  than  Mr.  Waring  hlm.'^elf  In  claiming  that  he 
has  utterly  discarded  the  generally  accepted  view  of  New 
Testament  teaching.  This  point  will  be  Indirectly  dl.s- 
eussed  later  on  In  reply  to  other  criticisms.  Howev.r 
a  complete  answer  to  it  is  that  Mr.  Waring  does  not 
utterly  discard  the  generally  accepted  view  of  New  Tes- 
tament teaching.  How  Mr.  Grant  could  make  such  a 
sweeping  statement  in  view  of  the  fact  that  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  fundamental  doctrines  hold  by  Mr. 
Waring  which  I  have  quoted  at  the  beginning  of  the 
pamphlet,   passes  the   comprehension   of  the   average   man. 

(b)  On  the  .same  page  he  states  that  Mr  Waring 
has  'utterly  discarded  the  generally  accepted  view  of  the 
Bible  as  an  authoritative  Divine  revelation.'  That  Mr 
Waring  holds  to  the  bible  as  an  authoritative  Divine  Re- 
velation can  easily  be  shown  from  his  book.  For  ex- 
ample, we  find  on  page  324  the  following  words:  'We 
think  you  would  agree  with  us  that  the  bible  belongs  to 
the  inspired  movement  of  which  Christianity  is  the  reli. 
gion  and  Jesus  .Christ,  the  bright,  consumate  .flower; 
that   It   IS   an   inspiring   supporter  of  that   now   world-wide 
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movement;  and  that  ita  authority  is  the  authority  of 
truth  revealed  especially  in  and  .through  .Jesus  .Christ' 
On  page  317  the  following.— 'Free  from  the  bondage  of 
the  belief  that  the  truth  of  Christianity  depends  upon 
the  absolute  inerrancy  of  the  Bible  and  helped  to  the 
very  heart  of  the  Bible  through  the  belief  in  progressive 
revelation  we  need  no  outside  authority  to  prove  its 
authority.  Because  it  has  so  inspired  him  and  he  has 
had  such  a  rich  religious  experience  through  its  truths, 
he  has   a  direct  appreciation   of  its  authority.' 

c)  Mr.  Grant  on  page  3  states  that  he  is  'reluctantly 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Waring's  estimate  of  the 
Scriptitjres  is  not  high.'  Was  Mr.  Grant  in  a  day  dream 
whon  he  wrote  th.se  words  or  had  he  overlooked  such 
statements  and  phrases  a.s  the  following,  scattered 
throughout  "Chritianity  and  Its  Bible?"  On  page  15, 
Mr.  Waring,  comparing  the  Bible  with  the  especially  sacred 
writing.s  of  other  religions,  writes:  "The  more  we 
compare  the  religious  conceptions  revealed  in  it  and 
in  them,  the  more  Ho  we  appreciate  its  progressive 
revelation W.ien  thus  compared  especially  be- 
cause of  its  revelation  in  and  through  Jesus  it  will  be 
found  to  be  beyond  comparison.'  On  page  321  he  speaks 
of  the  Bible  as  containing  'God's  word,'  and  on  page  3ir> 
speaks  of  its  'divine  -iches.'  On  page  322  he  states  "The 
Bible  is  not  only  its  own  best  defense,  but  it  will  win 
victories  for  truth  and  righteousness.  The  more  it  »s 
known,  therefore  the  better.'  and  on  same  page  he  refer^s 
to  it  as  'The  Book  of  Books.'  And  yet  Mr.  Grant,  true  to 
his  promise  to  write  of  the  most  unfortunate,  and  utterly 
to  be  detested  teaching  of  the  book,  ignoring  the  true 
the  good  and  the  beautiful  not  in  a  moment  of  impas- 
.«ioned  oratory  when  carried  away  on  a  flood  of  emotions 
but  in  the  quiet  of  his  study  and  in  cold  blood  pens,  .the 
following,  and  sends  it  out  on  its  mischief-making  mis- 
sion. 'Mr.  Waring  has  utterly  discarded  the  generally 
accepted  view  of  the  Bible  as  an  authorative  divine  reveU 
ation  and  his  estima'     of  the  Scriptures  is  not  high.' 

(d)  Mr.  Grant  in  his  great  eagerness  to  destroy  the 
force  of  tlie  many  testimonials  from  distinguished  scholan* 
concerning  the  value  of  "Christianity  and  its  Bible"  naively 
.'suggests  that  when  they  wiote  their  glowing  eulogies  they 
were  thinking  only  of  the  historical  portions  of  the  book. 
Mr.  Grant  himself  is  so  stirred  to  a  white  heat  of  admira- 
tion as  he  thinks  of  the  genius  of  Mr.  Waring  as  a  writer 
on  church  history,  that  a.s  ho  takes  a  bird's  eye  view  of 
the  grea-t  historians  of  the  ag,  s  who  have  written  on  the 
•^acta  of  Christianity  .Kid  nieritariy  coiii)»aies  tlieir  produc- 
ttions  with  Christianity  and  Its  Bible,  he  bursts  out  en- 
thusiastically, 'nothing  better,'  'simp!  .ascinating.'  It  is 
vinfortuni.tr   that    Mr.    Grant    overlooked    the   following   flat- 
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«rinsr  "testimonials  of  ilistinguished  men  referring  to  the 
book's  treatment  of  theology,  the  bible,  the  practical  and 
devotional  Christian  life,  as  well  as  of  church  history. 
President  Falconer  w-rites  it  gives  'a  more  intelligent  view 
of  the  history,  the  fundamental  beliefs  and  the  problems 
of  our  religion.' 

EXr.  John  McLean:  M  can  highly  recommend  it  as  a 
•trong   and   helpful    book   upon    life,   religion   and   theology.' 

Dr.  Chute:   'I  believe  thait  over  this  bridge  many  of  the 

thoughtful   will   pass  to   a  more  complete  and   hence   more 

profitable   comprehension    of   what    a    wonderful    volume    a 

wonderful    library    indeed    we    possess    in    the    'Book    our 

lothers  read.' 

Presbyterian  Witness  says  it  -will  'Strengthen  faith  in 
God's  word  and  illustrate  anew  its  wondrous  excellence. 
The  chapter  on  the  gospel  and  the  death  of  Jesus  are 
thoughtful,  interesting  and  affecting.  The  closing  chap- 
ters glow  with  tender  sympathy  with  the  man  who  is  not 
Christian  and  who  does  not  enjoy  the  peace  of  God.' 

The  We^leyan:  'The  deeper  spiritual  life  is  not  forgot- 
ten and  the  Bible  becomes  to  us  a  book  to  be  cherished 
'and  it  is  better  understood  after  a  perusal  of  this  suggest'^ 
'ive  volume.  It  is  a  book  to  be  studied,  a  text  book  for  the 
teacher  and  a  help  to  meditation  for  the  private  Chrisltian.' 

Dr.  Eaton:  "Those  who  study  the  book  will,  I  am  sure, 
Cind  not  only  enrichment  for  their  minds,  but  inspiration 
to   love  and  sacrifice.' 

That  Mr.  Grant  has  misrepresented  and  seriously  mis- 
represented Chpistiani.ty  and  Its  Bible  will  be  apparent  to 
anyone  reading  the  above  list  which  I  have  given  as 
illustrative  of  his  method.  Many  other  examples  could  be 
given  if  necessary.  But  the  most  serious  thing  in  the 
criticism  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bible  is  not  the  fact  that 
It  is  a  method  of  misrepresentation,  serious  though  it  is. 
The  thing  which  i.s  most  serious  and  which  almost  seems 
lilie  a  sin  against  light  and  knowledge  is  the  fact  that  the 
critic  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bible 
(2)     ABSOLUTELY   IGNORES  THE   PURPOSE 

OF  THE  AUTHOR. 

That  purpose  is  not  only  clearly  stated  in  the  book  It- 
self but  the  author  in  reply  to  the  few  persistent  critics 
who  have  attacked  the  book  in  the  public  press,  has  called 
attention  to  it  again  and  rgain.  It  is  deeply  significant  that 
In  all  the  adverse  criticisms  of  the  book  there  lias  been  a 
complete  failure  to  recognize  the  purpose  of  the  author.  I 
have  a  feeling  that  if  Mr.  Grant  had  reviewed  the  book 
in  the  light  of  Its  purpose  he  would  have  written  not  a 
scathing  critique  but  a  commendation  of  the  book.  This 
leads   me    to 

THE  PURPOSE  OF  THE  AUTHOR. 

In   the  preface   page  IX   this   purpose   is  clearly   stated. 

(7) 
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In  the  pr«p.r.t.on  of  th..  book  th.  purpo..  ha.  been  to 
holp    moot    the    nood    prosentod    in    tho    l.ot    eh.ptoi-^ho 
chapter  concerning     'clear-eyed     middle  men   between  the 
epeeialist.  and  the  ordinary  readort'    And  on  page  319  In 
discussing  the  Ideal  middle-man   he     uses     the     foHowJne 
lan^uage:-^  'By  u.ina  what  i.  common  to  both  the  oldi^ 
and  newer  views  of  truth,  he  malcee  the  tranaition  from  the 
errors  of  the  old   as  easy  as   possible.     He  aims   tor   the 
mmimum  of  critical  processes  and  the  maximum  of  help- 
ful results       Nevertheless  he  keep,  in  mind  that  many  to- 
day  mduding   .o   many   Sabbath -school   teachers,   need    in- 
struction   not   only   in    the   matter   of  the    Bible,   but  even 
more  in  the  method  and  means  of  interpreting  it  for  them- 
selves.       And   in   his   introduction  to     Part  IV.     page  221 
which  Is  theological,  he  writes,  'The  aim  of  Part  IV  which 
begins  with  this  chapter  is  not  to  give  a  complete  system 
of  theology  but  rather  to  give  helpful   points  of  view  from 
which  to  judge  the  different  theological  questions;   to  give 
the  most  important  of  the  beliefs  that  may  be  said  to   be 
established;   and  to  give  most  attention  to  that  which  will 
make  most  for  a  holy,   helpful,  joyous   life.'     And  on   page 
316  an-l  ol7,  in  discussing  the  middleman  needed,  he  writes 
He  has  not  simply  read  about  the  specialists  nor  merely 
read   them,   but  has  so  studied   them   that   he   knows  wha« 

whY;  "♦  'ur'u '!i"^'t  *'"■"'*   '"   P°""''"'   ^^-^t   P^bable   and 
what  established.     By  a  careful   comparison   of  their  many 

opinions    he    is   able   to    distinguish    between    what    i.   and 
what  may  be  commonly  held  by  them.' 

Now,  this  purpose  is  so  clearly  stated  that  a  wayfaring 
nrian,  though  a  fool,  need  not  err  therein.  It  means  two 
things,  (a)  In  the  language  of  the  author  replying  to  h 
criticism  in  which  that  purpose  had  been  Ignored.  'The 
book  aims  to  give  the  great  truths  held  in  common  by 
both  conservation  and  liberal  scholars;  and  so  to  be  a 
book  that  both  Classes  could  recommend  as  common  ground 
on  which  to  discuss  tho  questions  at  issue  between  them. 
.     r.1  .  "'^''"''  "°'  ""  niauual  of  theology.     If  one  comes 

to  Chris  lanity  and  Its  Bible  with  the  expectation  of  find- 
mg  a  full  discussion  of  the  various  doctrines  of  Christian- 
ity, he  will  be  disappointed.  It  is  not  to  elaborate 
theories  of  Inspiration,  Atonement.  Christology.  and 
Eschatology    that    Mr.    Waving    has    written    hie    book      It 

IS    rather    'to    give    helpful    points   of    view   from    which    to 

judge  the  different  theological  questions.' 

In  considering  the  pur,K).se  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bi'i'e 

It  is  well  to  remember  that  it  i.s  a  book  published  by  thf> 

University    of    Chicago    Press    in    the    Constructive    Bible 
J"'"?"'  ^^'^'  ^^  -^a*^-^  '■"  tnc-  prt-race,  "is  a  book  for  Sabbath 

school    superintendents,   teachers    and   older   classes   for   Y. 

M.   C.  Associations   and   such   societies,   and   for  thoughtful 

readers    generally.'     The    hook    i..    being   studied    in    school 
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and  churchea  in  which  thiri-  are  men  of  widely  different 
denominational  and  theological  tendencies.  If  the  book  is 
to  accomplish  its  mission  it  must  indeed  emphasize  the 
grrcat  truths  of  Christianity,  the  things  which  are  most 
•surely  believed  among  -is,  but  it  must  avoid  particular 
theories  over  which  there  is  honest  difference  of  opinion 
among  evangelical  scholars  and  must  l)e  on  its  guard 
again.st  confusing  the  'sscntials  of  Christianity  with  the 
things  which  are  nonessential,  important  though  they  may 
be.  That  Mr.  Waring  has  suoieeded  in  his  purpose  is 
t;vi(lent  'n  that  the  book  has  called  forth  strong  commen- 
W:tti'>ns  from  men  rcj^resenting  practically  every 
Protestant  denomination.  Hero  in  th-  Maritime  provinces 
the  Presbyterian  \Vitn.>ss  ami  tlie  Wesleyun  have  gone  even 
farther  than  the  Maritime  Bapti.^t  in  their  eulogies  of  the 
book. 

Mr.  Grant,  because  ho  has  ignored  the  purpose  of  tlic 
bnolc,  has  com{)let  -ly  misrepre^'ntod  the  author'.^  position 
in  reference  to  almost  ev.Ty  ,1  xtrine  of  Christianity  ui>on 
•vvhiL'h  lie  toiiches.  Take  three,  of  the  most  im])ortant  doc- 
trines  as  e.xam])les   in    point. 

THE   VIRGIN   BIRTH. 

Mr.  Grant  concludes  after  a  j.age  of  most  questioiia'ole 
Jnttrpretation  that  the  author  of  Chri-tianity  and  Its 
Bible  is  teaching  that  there  is  nothiii:^  sup-.-natural  about 
■:he  birth  of  Christ  and  that  he  is  therefore  a  man  and 
nothing  more.     It  may  be  .said  first   of  all   that 

(1)..THIS  IS  A  STRIKING  CASE  OF  NON  SEQUITUR 

Mr.  Waring  in  his  historical  treatment  of  Jesus  as 
tile  Christ,  considers  the  testimony  of  Scriptures  and  of 
Christ  Himself,  concerning  his  claims.  He  shows  that  the 
prologue  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  t  aches  the  pre-existence 
and  the  Incarnation  of  the  Word,  but  is  silent  concerning 
.ho  Virgin  birth;  that  the  Virgin  Ivinh  is  taught  in  the 
Mr^t  and  third  gospels,  but  is  iiot  meutlDn  d  by  Jesus  nor 
Philippians,  which  teaches  the  i)re-e.\istence  and  self-emp- 
tying of  Christ.  By  the  same  liistorical  method  which  is 
the  method  of  all  scholars,  conservative  as  well  as  liberal, 
Mr.  Waring  d.vals  with  Jesus,  as  Son  of  Man,  and  Jesus,' 
as  Son  of  God.  But  because  Mr.  Waring  in  his  historical 
tr.  atment  of  .Tesus,  as  the  Christ,  mentions  the  simple 
fact  that  tlie  Virgin  Birth  is  taiiglu  only  in  the  first  and 
third  Gospels,  the  critic  of  the  book  Jumps  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  book  denies  th(?  Virgin  Birth.  Surely  a 
remarkable  conclusion,  but  one  in  harmony  with  the 
t'-ritic's    purp'ise.    spirit    and    method. 

(2)      IGNORING  THE    PURPOSE    OF  THE    BOOK. 

But  the  critic  fails  al.so  in  recognizing  the  purpose  of 
Lh'  book  wliich  was  to  give  the  fundamontal  the  great 
truths  held  in  comiOMn  by  !>oth  conservative  and  lilieral 
.^c'lolars  to  put   first   things  first.     Th.^re  are  many  evungel- 
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leal   scholars   today   wllio   recognize   the  difficulty  of  estab- 
lishing historically  the  supernatural  birth  of  Christ     Take 
as   a  representative   scholar  Dr.   Andrew   C.   Zenos,   of   the 
MoCor      ck  TheoIofiTlcal  Seminary.     Writing  In  reply  to  the 
question.    Is    the    supernatural    birth    of    Christ    historical  ^ 
Ihe  gives  thi«  as  his  conclusion.     'Evidently  the  case  cannot 
be  said  to   be  capable  of  demonstration,  but  neither   is   it 
susceptible  of  disproof.     Some  minds  will   always  find  dif- 
ficulty in  giving  their  assent  to  the  assertion  of  its  reality 
A  vastly  large  number  will  find  as  they  have  found  in  the 
past   no   mor.    Jifficulty  with    it  than   with   the   miraculous 
element  m   the  gospel   history  in   general.'     Now   there  are 
many    scholars    who    feel    that    to    make    the    supernatural 
birth  of  Christ  essential  to  Christianity  is  to  make  Christ- 
ian-   -  depend  upon  something  that  cannot  today  be  estab- 
lished historically  nor  veriflt<d  in  Christian  experience.     Dr. 
Ru.sh    Rhei'S,    the   e.minent    Baptist    President    of   Rochester 
University,    in  a   recent   magazine   article,    in   reply   to   the 
question,    Ms    the    supernatural    birth    essential    to    Christ- 
ianity?' answers   the   question   in   tlie   ncgativo.     He  stiow.s 
in  his  article   that   the  Virgin   birth  exercised  no  influence 
over  the  thought  and  teaching  of  the  writers  of  the  Xew 
Testament  outside  of  the  chapter  in  Matthew  and  Luke  in 
whi'i-Ii    it    is    preserved    to    us.     Conse(iuently    it    cannot    be 
regarded  as  essential  to  apo.stolic  thinking.     He  also  shows 
that  the  Virgin  Birth  is  not  essential   to  the  most  exalted 
Christology.     He  applies  tiiat  to   the  Sinlessness  and  Pre- 
existence  of  Christ  and  shows  that  neith.  r  sinlessness  nor 
J    e-existence  depend   upon  Virgin  Birth. 

Xow  Mr.  Waring  in  harmony  with  his  clearly  stited 
purpose  to  give  the  fundamentals  the  great  truths  held  -i 
common  by  both  conservative  and  liberal  scholars  as  a 
middle-man  neither  affirms  nor  denies  the  historicity  of 
the  Supernatural  Birth.  But  that  he  is  a  firm  believer  in 
the  Incarnation,  that  Jesus  is  God,  manifest  in  the  flesh, 
and  that  in  Him  God  has  entered  into  the  life  of  humanity,' 
the  great  truth  which  lies  back  of  the  Supernatural  Birth 
is  evident  in  that  he  quotes  with  approval  the  words  from 
Dr.  Clarke,  the  great  Baptist  teacher  at  Colgate,  'All  this 
suggfjsts  that  fche  question  of  physical  methods  how  God 
got  Himself  embodied  is  far  less  important  than  the 
ethical  and  spiritual  question  how  God  got  Himself  so 
marvellously  expressed.'  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  author 
of  Christianity  and  Its  Bible  goes  farther  than  the  book 
on  tlie  subject  of  Virgin  Birth  that  while  recognizing  the 
critical  problem  involved  and  while  refusing  to  make  the 
doctrine  of  the  Virgin  Birth  essential  to  Christianity,  never 
lheles«  is  in  hearty  agreement  with  the  words  of  Dr. 
Rush  Rhees,  'The  person  of  Christ  is  a  subject  filled  with 
the  highest  mystery  and  holiest  significance.  For  many 
of   us   a   Virgin    Birth    seems   an    altogether   suitable    intro- 
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duction  of  auch   a  personality  into  our  human   fellowship.' 
THE  ATONEMENT. 

The  critic  of  Christianity  and  Its  Bible  adopts  the 
same  method  in  dealing  with  the  author's  position  '>n  the 
Atonement  that  he  did  with  the  author's  position  on  the 
Virgin  Birth. 

(1)  AGAIN  A  STRIKING  CASE  OF  A  NON  SEQUITUR 
On  pages  9  and  10  Mr.  Grant  represents  Mr.  Waiing  as 
not  allowing  for  a  moment  that  there  was  any  element  of 
actual  sacrifice  in  the  death  of  Christ  and  as  grossly  mis- 
representing the  orthodox  bc«lief  on  the  subject.  Both-state- 
ments  are  incorrect  Mr.  Grant  in  support  of  his  conten- 
tion quoted  the  following  from  Chri.stianity  and  Its  Bible, 
'Let  not  therefore  the  erroneous  idea  of  actual  sacrifice 
that  was  condemned  by  these  passages  return  in  the  figure 
of  sacrifice  as  applied  to  Christ's  death  no  matter  by 
whom  the  figure  may  be  used.'  Why  did  Mr.  Grant  not 
finish  the  quotation?  Was  it  through  an  intellectual  fail- 
ure ■  )  grasp  the  meaning  of  the  passage?  Or  was  it  be- 
caus  the  quotation  would  destroy  his  contention?  The 
quo  ation  continued,  reads,  'Let  the  modern  prophets  in- 
veit.T  against  any  figurative  use  of  the  death  of  Christ  as 
a  sacrifice  that  in  any  way  works  against  the  most  stren- 
uous  endeavour  for  righteousness,  mercy  and  humble  walk- 
ing with  God.'  As  a  modern  prophet  Mr.  Waring,  lilte  Old 
Testament  prophets,  Inveighs  against  sacrifice  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  righteousness.  He  seeks  to  give  the  much 
needed  warning  against  a  subtle  and  dwarfing  antinomlan- 
ism.  How  far  that  is  from  denying  any  actual  sacrifice 
in  the  death  of  Christ.  I  leave  the  readers  of  this  pamph- 
let to  judge. 

(2)  IGNORING  THE  PURPOSE  OF  THE  BOOK. 
Again  the  critic  ignores  the  purpose  of  the  booI<  whloh 
was  to  give  the  fundamental  the  great  truths  held  in 
common  by  both  Conservative  aMd  Liberal  scholars.  There 
is  today  p;rhaps  no  doctrine  of  Christianity  concerning 
which  there  is  gr.;ater  diversity  of  opinion  than  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Atonement.  Among  the  theories  held  by  Con- 
servative as  well  as  Liberal  scholars  are  the  following:  — 
the  Governmental,  the  Sijl).stitutionary,  the  Aloral  In- 
fluence, the  Intuitional  and  variation  of  all  these. 

The  author,  true  to  his  purpose,  does  not  identify  tlie 
Atonement  with  any  particular  theory  of  the  Atonement, 
but  seelts  to  emphasize  the  trutli  common  to  all  of  them. 
That  he  goes  farther  than  the  boolt  is  evident  from  the  fol- 
lowing reply  to  one  of  his  critics:  'As  is  very  olainly  de- 
clared in  it;  this  book  is  not  a  theological  treatise  and  so 
Is  not  my  full  confession  of  faith  and  should  not  be  treated 
as  if  it  were.  For  instance,  while  not  a  word  '<n  my  book 
is  contrary  to  my  own  belief  the  truth  !<  that  my  own  be- 
lief on   the  Atonement  goes  farther   (and   according  to  the 
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Scriptures  too,)    than    is   given    in   th«   book.' 

THE    RESURRECTION    OF   CHRIST. 

The  critic  of  Chri.stianity  and  Its  Bib!.,  adopts  the  «am«- 
method  of  dealing  with  the  auth^.r's  T)ositlon  on  the  Re- 
surrection that  he  did  on  the  Virgin  Birth  and  the  Atone- 
ment. 

(1)     AGAIN  A  STRIKING  CASE  OF  A  NON  SEQUITUR 

He  quotes   from   ChrLstiunity  and   Its   Bible   th^   follow- 
ing:   'Prominent    in    the    message   of  the   early   church    was 
the  belief  m  the  Resurrection  of  Jesus.     Whatever  may  have 
happened  at  the  grave  and   in   the  matter  of  appearances, 
to  mspire  with  this  belief,  one  thing  is  certain.     This  grave 
was  the  birthplace  of  the  indestructible  belief  that  death  is 
vanquished   and   there   is  a   life  eternal.     The   life  of  Jesus 
was    such    that    he    could    not    die.'     From    this    Mr     Grant 
draws   the  amazing  conclusion   that   the  onlv   fair   inference 
m.m    the  i.a.sas..   is   that.    Mr.   Waring   does   not   accept  the 
doctrme   of    the    bodily   or    physical    resurrection    of   Christ' 
By    what    strange    mental    i,ro,.<.ss    :\Ir.    Orant    was    able    to 
reach  this  astonishing  conclu.-ion   passes  the  comprehension 
of  the  writer  of  this  pamphlet.     .And  yet  as  one  reviews  the 
purpose  of  the  critic  as  ex-pr^ssod  by  hi.,u<elf  in  his  pamph- 
let,   tlie  spirit    which  actu;it..d    him.   and  his    method    of   mis- 
representation,  an  ansv.er  may   po.ssiblv  be   sugg  sted 
(2)     IGNORING  THE  PURPOSE  OF  THE  AUTHOR. 
Mr.    Grant    again    ignores    the    purpose    of    the    author 
which    was    to    give    th<.    giv-it    tri.ths    held    in    common    bv' 
both  conservative  and  libera!   scholars.     What  is   the  great 
truth   in   the   doctrine  of   the   Resurrection  of  Christ  shared 
by  scholars  of  both  cla-^s-.s?     is  it  not  the  truth  that  J,  su.s 
lives,    having    conquered    death    and    brought    life    and    im- 
mortality   to    light?     Mr.    Waring    in    his    brief    statement 
concerning  the  Resurrection  of  Christ  emphasizes  this  truth 
Though    doubtless    he    r.K'Ognizes    with    practically    all    tha 
biblical    sch'olars    today    the    di:!iculty    of    harmonizing    the 
accounts    of    the    r.  surrection    he    recognizes    the    truth    in 
these  accounts. 

The    writ.-r   of   this    pamphlet    is   a   firm    believer   in    the 
Resurrection     of    Christ    and     makes     it     prominent    in     his 
iireaching.     11,.    (■:,nnut    aci',.unt    f,-r    e:.r]v    Christianity    for 
the   testimony  of  the   disHi,!,.s,    r..r   the   change   in   the   Sab- 
'':u!i    from    (h.-    seventli    day    to    the    first    dav    of    the    week 
for  the    testimony    of   Paul    that   at    the    time    he    wrote    hi.s 
epistle  to   the   Corinthians   there  were  nearly   500   people  still 
living  who  professed  to  have  seen  the  Risen  Christ  save  on 
the  supposition  that  in  some  way  Jesus  manifested  Himscll 
to  his  diseiples  and  convine.fi   t-'>-"m   '^-f''  '•••  -.»  •   ■   .-m!      •.:--- 
A\hile   holding    thus    strongly    to    the    Resurre'ctlon'ir     doJs 
not  seem   to  the  writer  of  this  pamphlet  to  be  a  matter  of 
great  moment   whether   it    nas   with   physical   or   with   spir- 
itual   body    that    Christ    manifested    himself    to    hi.«    discipos. 
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TliiTo  arc  Honu'  liins  of  ovidem-o  whlcli  point  str<ir.Kl.v  to 
a  iiliy-liMl  ri'.MincL'li^in.  Tlivn  thtT.;  aro  otIuT  coiHiiU'rations, 
whiih  i>..iiit.s  t')  a  spirltLia.!  appoaraiico.  l'n)l)al>ly  Christ- 
inn  ;\-lw)lar.-fi;;)  and  cvinKcli  'al  f'hristi'ui  sfhoinrsliip  will 
II  '\(>r    l)f    in    full    atrroiMntin     >n    this      ubji-i-t. 

Mr.  Warliiff  ni  dittinK  betwirn  tho  spoeuiU-tH  and  thf 
jjoojilo  and  without  ca.tins  any  r<."(l>"<-tian  on  t-iilur  of  tho 
positions  ni'  ntioned  lias  ;.MV('n  us  ih>-  truth  common  to  'both. 
Dr.  Jolin  \\'atson  dan  MiLar.n)  in  his  chapter  on  the 
AKt'k'ss  Lift',  touches  tlif  (lucstion  of  tin-  Tt.-^urriction  ot 
Chri-t  in  vory  much  tht;  sami'  \v:iy  that  Mr.  Waring-  tonclics 
it  in  hi.s  ehapl  r  on  the  Hcrtat'tcr.  'How  can  one  bo  certain 
that  Jesus  is  with  God?  It  is  a  question  of  the  last  im- 
pi.-tance  Ther^  are  four  lires  of  proof.  The  first  is  to 
lead  reliable  evidence  that  Jecus  rose  from  Joseph's  tomb 
— that  is  for  a  lawyer.  Th?  fecond  is  historical — the  ex- 
istence of  the  Christian  church — that  is  for  a  scholar. 
The  third  is  myitica! — the  experiences  of  Christians — that) 
is  for  a  saint.  The  fourth  is  ethical — the  nature  of  Jssus' 
life — that  is  for  everyone.  The  last  is  the  most  akin  to 
the  mind  of  Jesus  who  was  accustomed  to  insist  on  the 
self-evidsncing  power  of  his  life.  He  is  alive  because  he 
could  not  die.     I   am  the  resurrection  and  the  life.' 

A.s   with    the   Virf?iu    LJirili,    tho    Atonement   and    the-    R.>- 
surrt.'ction   of  Cnri;  t   so   w  itli   otlier  questions.     Tali(>   l'"V   in- 
stance  tliat    of   man's   consciousness   of  sin.      i'astor   CJrinl's 
trcatin   nt  <if  Mr.   Warinjj's   words  conccrnins  this,   !<  als,)  ,i. 
non   scciuitiir  and   isnoits   tlie   purijose  of   tne   book.      Pastor 
Grant  asserts   that    Mr.    Waring   teaches   wliat    he   does    not 
teach.     Tho  book  does   not  contradict  the  t  acliiiif,'  eitlier  of 
specialist     rn     the     comiiarativ<'     study     of    relij^ion     or    of 
eonsTvative    scholars    in.    their    belief    in    the    Pall.     Si)ace 
does     not     permit     further     consideration     of     the     ways     in 
which    the    purijose   of    the    brtok    is    ignored    and    the    posi- 
tions   n!isi-';)re.=entod.     Space    does    not    permit    ev.'n    rnen- 
lionini?    the    many    unproved      assertions      in      Mr.      Granf.s 
critique.     His   rcferen(;e,   howev;  r,    to   evolution    is   so   char- 
acteristic   that    it    miirht    be    fcivt-n    pcrliai'S    as    undue    pro- 
minence as  a  sti-ikin?:  iihistration  of  an  unpro\-.d  a--c'rtion. 
MR.  GRANT  ON  EVOLUTION. 
On  M.;,'     ?,  Mr.  Cr.mt  state-^  'that  the  evolutionary  theory 
never    managed  to    get    itself  evolved  beyond    the    hypothesis 
stage.     And   that   most  of   the   foremost   scientists   of   today 
regard  even  the  hypothesis  as  exploded  beyond  the  possibil- 
ity   of    repair.'     It     would     be     inter,  stin^'     to    know    what 
authority    Mr.     Grant    had     for    making    such     a    startling 
statement.     Wo    far    as    1    have    ()een    able    to    discMcor,    the 
scientific  journals   are   as    yet   silent   oonc^rning  it.     I   have 
heard  nf)  eciioes  of  it   in.   the  dnii.\-  pre-s.     It   will  come  as  a 
great    surririse    to    men    like    Sir    Archibald    Geiki\    one    of 
the    gre.'itest,    if    not    the    greates-t.    geologists    of    the    day 
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Baptist      Theological      sLmin     '^'^"'^*"*  ^^o^  of   Newton 

that   a„y  ,.^  ^^^^^.^^^  ^^  ^^.    ,,/;;°fy ;"''  -«J^  ts 

that   fo    '7'!  '  "'''-''  P"^-'^''^'^  ^'^  '^""'•ant  of  the  fact 

^zi  ^  ;.rthit\:^Tf  ^"  ^^^'-^^^-'^^  ^^-^ -^ 

from  a  r,>ck  or  c^v./  I  '''''    ""^^    ^^'"'^    cl.scended 

r»ck  or  crjstal.  or  evon  fmm  an  anthropoid  ape 

SUMMARY.  ' 

writ;;';  a'cHtici.mVT;"'?  ".'""'  """^  '''••  ^-^"t  has 
the    p.mI    Vlr     tv  ^'''"'-     ^"   °'^^''-'"S   »^i3   book   to 

am  a  a  ,„;  r  o'  tr'th  '"'^'"  .  "f  "-">'  -Pect  criticism 
truest  fri.nd  an  author  "^  '"  "'^  '°  "'^'^'"'"^  "•  The 
-h..  P-intfourhi:  m  :  ake/'^Bul';:;'^"  '^^'«  ^'^  ^^«  -- 

to  criticize  a  hoo.<  ^;  l^.d  ^:  „:':"  it'  ^^it^h  T'"'^'''' 
jiiilicd   mind      TTo   «i„>„M    K  '^'^   an   unpre- 

tu    the    w  uer    and      h      n        ?'"'"'    '"   ^"'""'^"^  "'''"ves 

.-.rtarnK.  .h       ',      .  '^   meanins   ot   the   author   h« 

To,  h  ,       '"^™  "  «'"  '"-  author  the  behent  ot  the  doubt 

."^r-^Hrht  rt.„^"--  r-  ^^ -"*t:;/"i,a-^d 

hav.      ,  vvntten,    not    a   criticism,    but    a    tirade      T 

»rue      What     m     our    opmion     are    the 
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obj.ction«bl,  feature.  of  the  book,'  'to  writ. 
a.  briefly  ..  possibl.  what  ...mA  to  u. 
tb.  most        unfortunat.        and        utterly  to        b. 

dete.t.d    teaching    of    the    book'-^    frank    confession    that 
his   treatti.nnt   of    the    book    was    to    bo   a   ono-si.Wl    treat- 
ment.    I    have    shown    the    unfortunate    spirit    of    the    critie 
by    quoting    from     the    pami.hj.  t    a    Ions    list    of    d.-rishe 
.•pithK.s    drawn    from     tl...    vorabiilary    of    ..bloqiiv      which 
ho    apples    either    to    the    author    or    to    the   'book      I    have 
«hown    that    his    method    of    critici.>.m    was    a    method    of 
mi.srrpresentation    and    in    support    of   my    contention    have 
Kiven    a    f.>w    illustrations    from    the    many    that    mipht    be 
Kiven       if      necessary.     I    have      shown      that    the      whole 
criticism    against    Christianity    and    Its    Bible    breaks    down 
fr<.m    the   simple    fact    that    he    has    i^n.^red    the    i.urpose   of 
the  author.     This  has  led  him   to  misrepresent  the  author's 
1>osition    on    almost    every    dortrine    of    (Christianity     upon 
whic^    he    touches.     As    exampl,.s    in    i)oint    I    have    shown 
how  this   failure   has   led   him    to  misrepresent   the  author's 
rx^sition    in   reference    to    tlie    Atonement,    the    Virgin    Birth 
and   the   Resurrection    of  Oirist.     That  a   pamphl' t   domin- 
ated   by    such    a    i>urpose    and    such    a    spirit    and    such    a 
method    with    its    app.al    to    pas.sion    and    prejudice    should 
he  circulated  so  wid.-ly  among  the  Baptists  of  th.;  Maritime 
Provinces  is  greatly  to   be  regretted. 


IV.     THE    BAPTIST     POSITION      AND     THE 
QUESTION    OF    HONESTY 

MR.  WARING  AND  THE   FIRST  BAPTIST 

CHURCH  OF  HALIFAX. 

The  most  s-.rlous  thing  about  Mr.  Grant's  critique  is 
that  which  it  went  out  of  its  way  to  do.  Mr.  VVaring's 
book  (designed  as  it  was  for  the  use  of  all  denominations) 
IS  undenominational.  The  Pre.-byterian  Witness  said  Mtl 
IS  thoroughly  Catholic  without  a  taint  of  sectarianism.' 
The  Yarmouth  Herald  stated:  'So  faithful  has  he  been 
to  the  largest  conception  of  truth  that  I  defy  any  man  to 
guess  of  what  denomination  he  belongs.  This  is  decidedly 
to  his  cred.t."  Despite  this  fact,  Mr.  Grant's  pamphl,  t 
I>r..fr<s^  .  ;,  ho  a  critii;c  of  J:  ■,,,'.  i„  .rs  ;.,.s,  c'ia;.iei- 
(its  climax  it  would  seem)  rellects  against  Mr.  Waring's 
honor  and  honesty  in  continuing  to  be  a  j.astor  of  a  Bap- 
tist church.  It  implies  that  Mr.  Waring  was  dishonorable 
in  going  to  the  First  Bai)ti.n  Church  of  Halifax  and  using 
in  the  way  he  did  'that  plant  and  the  opportunity  and  the 
prestige  which  it  gave  him.' 

I  regret  that  Mr.  Grant  has  found  it  nee- ssary  to  raise 
the  question  of  honor  and  honesty  in  the  r-Luion  of  Mr. 
Waring  to  the  church  which  lie  .serves  as  pastor.  And  I 
regret   still   more   the   nee  ssity   of  a   reply   to   his   criti'ism. 
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N.iih.r  of  lis  aro  aljl.-  tn  write  frnn  llrst  hand  li)f..nii.'itl.in 
and  oar  attitudt-  tow^trd  .Mr.  \Vnrln«  will  ho  pretty  larRcIy 
«1' tiTiiiliu-d  hy  thf  Kuiirc'  from  vvJiK-li  wt-  r  <•»'!%■. •  our  In- 
f'lrniatlon.  .Mr.  (Jrant  liidcfd  In  Ms  iiaitiphWt  makes  tin- 
;-'iir|)rlv;iijr  c.nf.sMon  'that  he  has  no  knowledgs  whatever 
of  how  mattsrs  stand  in  Mr.  Waring',  church.'.  .  Why  iheii 
did  .Mr.  CiMiit  r.4is<-  th--  l.cjl  Lssnc  and  r.Ilf 't  not  only 
against  tli.-  honor  and  honrsiy  of  Mr.  Waring,  hut  also 
a>,'ain-t  the  lioiior  aiul  hon,.:iy  of  ih(^  l-'irst  MiptNt  Churcli 
'in  u&ing  a  valuable  plant  that  was  created  for  an  entirely 
different  purpose  and  that  is  an  embodiment  of  entirely 
different  conceptions  and  beliefs.'  It  may  i-cMii  a  matt  r 
of  .-.111..!!  inoineni  to  the  critic  of  fari-t ianily  and  It.s 
liihl-  to  I  Meet  asfainst  the  lionor  aiul  hone-ty  o,"  a  l.rother 
inini.vter  a!id  a  church  wlii^li  h:M  i)l.iv,>d  a  ratln-r  important 
part  in  tlie  hi.-tory  of  our  denomiiMiion.  but  even  the 
common  i.nv  of  the  country  is  inclined  to  take  a  rather 
iiior'    .«.-j-ions  view  of  .^ucli  ciiarges. 

Tiiat  Mr.  WaririKs  con^rcKation  resents  tie-  attack 
mad(>  iij.on  its  Ji  >nor  is  evident  in  ilie  f.'llov.inK  o  i:>ta;ioii; 
from  a  hit  r  whlcli  I  received  on  Feb.  L'4fh  from  a  i.ro- 
minent  tiirmher  of  tlio  l''irsl  Hapti.st  C!innh:  'Personally 
1  believe  that  Mr.  Grant's  circular  is  unjust  and  harmful 
a;id  while  he  is  within  his  rights  to  criticize  Christianity 
and  Its  Bible  yet  I  feel  he  is  certainly  not  entitled  to 
raise  &'^y  questions  regarding  the  Firr.t  Baptist  Church. 
J  presume  the  members  of  the  First  Baptist  Church  are 
capable   of  managing  t'.ieir  own   affairs.' 

Tile  Mfit  r  of  thl.s  i>:in!i.hk't  having  comluct.-d  two 
.s-erh-s  of  ovangelisii  •  s.Tvics  in  the  First  I!a;>tist  Church 
of  Halifax,  and  liavinj,'  talkd  with  a  lar,!,'.;  n;imh<r  of 
ilio  meml)r.=;  of  timt  church  on  the  jlicol  ),;,Meal  situation 
IS  ah!,-  to  write  with  more  auiliority  tli;in  tlio  critic  of 
Christianity  ;ind  Its  Hible  who  'has  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  how  matters  stand.' 

The    truth    is    that    th      lii-tory 
lation    with    the    I'liurch    in    Halil'i--. 
af,-ainst     his    liiinest.>,- 
Ivuiest    and    lionoraidi 


in 
-h  iws 
occii-i 


of    .Mr.     Wariiij^'s    i-e- 

instead    "f    roilectins; 

liow     his    very     doire     to     ho 

■  lied    th  ■    opposiii m    and    crit- 


o:ot,'iiizinp    as     a     Hai.ti   t     tliat     liis 

a  Ciin,s(  ijuence   n-nde   mucli    of 

■  picstioM    ,,f    the    i-i^hr    method 

liis     o-.'.n     meth  id     as 


n-i-'m     iie    lias    n-.et,     R 
c!iureh    liad   no  creed    and   a 
the    Hi!'!   .    iie    saw    that    thi 
•  if     I'.iijie     stiidy     was     fiii;da!ii(>ntal. 

lie  .-lie.ws  ill  t!a.  b  >nU,  y.as  to  get  t  >  tile  triitil  through  the 
thocR-'it  of  the  v/riters  and  th-  facts  in  and  back  of  th(  ir 
thought.  Th,  first  stej,  in  this  ne  tliod  w:i-;  t.^  Pet  each 
autiioi-'s  uieatilnK  wilhoiit  assi;;;iiiif<  that  it  vas  al>sjl- 
uicly  with.uit  mistake.  This  was  thi;  method  ..f  most 
Baptist  s"!ioiars  biit  not  of  most  I^:olis!s.  11  ■  l;new  lliat 
to  nudiate  tx-tween  the  scholars  ai:d  ;)i  jie:,;,!--  n.eant  to 
brv-ir    ;iie    cr.>ss-       He    fell,    h  >we\-e!-,    that     he    v.o-,:ld    ii.t     b- 
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honent  unless  he  did  attompt  to  mediate  In  thl«  funda- 
mental qucwtlon  of  the  method  of  Bible  Btudv.  He  th»re- 
fore  preached  several  Kermons.  In  which  he  stated  hi* 
method  and  In  his  ianfe  Bible  class  he  b»'«::in  to  apply  It. 
Ho  was  strongly  opposod  by  the  assumption  and  assertion 
that  the  Hible  was  absolutely  without  mistake,  at  least  In 
the  original  text,  and  that  It  oiwht  to  be  studied  with 
that  assun,|)tl<)n.  That  this  was  the  primary  Is-iue  raised 
against   him    has    lie*  n    clearly    shown    In    the   public    press. 

In  the  dlm-ussion  that  followed  he  showed  how  the 
prominent  Baptist  theoUigians,  President  Strong  and  Hovey 
who  tmce  defendwl  the  absolute  inerrancy  of  the  Bible  with- 
drew  from  their  text  books  in  later  yenrs  even  the  asser- 
tion of  It.  He  also  quoted  the  words  of  the  British 
Weekly  concerning  the  Baptist  hero.  Rev.  John  ClifTord: 
'Dr.  Clifford,  commenting  on  the  fact  that  aom*  poopl* 
•till  claim  absolute  inerrancy  for  the  Bible,  replied  that 
Martin  Luther  and  Calvin  did  not  take  this  position.  The 
claim  of  inerrancy  came  into  existence  some  time  after 
the  Reformation,  when  it  was  used  to  repudiate  th9  claims 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  the  inerrancy  of  the  church.'  He 
also  quoted  from  the  'foremost  New  Testament  scholar' 
among  Baptists,  Prof.  E.  D.  Burton:  'A  falst  reverence  m^y 
demand  *^  '  we  ignore  the  possibility  of  any  error  in  the 
Biblical  ative.     But    a    true    reverence    will    set    truth 

above  thee    /  and  presupposition.' 

Mr.  Waring  might  Indted  have  '  from  many 
other  Baptist  scholars.  Dr.  Faunce,  Pre  )f  P.rown 
University  writesr'Wa  can  no  longer  regard  ..le  laws  of 
Deuteronomy  as  binding  o^  us,  or  the  morality  of  the  Old 
T  stament  as  complete.  We  no  longer  look  to  the  Bible 
for  our  astronomy,  geology,  or  even  for  our  psychology.' 
Dr.  Wllllain  N.  Clarke,  Professor  of  systematic  theology 
at  Colgate  University,  denies  the  Inerrancy  of  the  Script- 
ures. Dr.  Nathan  E.  Wood,  the  present  president  of  New- 
ton Theol<igicHl  Seminary,  who  undoubtedly  would  be 
classed  as  a  conservative  in  his  point  of  view  of  theology, 
speaks  of  the  theory  of  verbal  Inspiration  unlversallv  leld 
by  Baptists  at  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth  century 
as  'crass'  ami  as  having  barred  'the  way  against  any 
inquiry  into  the  grounds  of  authority.  Baptists  now  ap- 
pear to  accipt  the  authority  of  the  Scriptures  chiefly  be- 
caure  of  the  Christian  consciousness  of  their  eternal  fit- 
ness to  be  the  words  of  God The  real   and  ultimate 

grounds  of  accept*-  )  are  the  affirmations  of  Christian 
consciousness.  The  ^rba!  theory  itself  has  been  so  mod- 
ified as  to  allow  foi  the  free  play  of  the  human  element 
in   inspired  utterance.' 

From  these  quotations  and  many  more  that  knight 
be  given  it  is  evident  that  the  most  prominent  of  the 
Briptist    .'•cholar.o    tof^^y    no    longer    hold     to    the    ahsohit'^ 
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«nor,a,>.,v  of  the   HlhUv     Pastor  (Jrnnt   doo,   not  d.-fc-nrt  or 

VVarlPK  ha«  won  out  on  the  primary  Ih«u«  that    varralM-l 
UKalnnt   h  m.     This  U  •f«r.r..«hi«-  i-   ■  1  ranod 

th«    .nti^    .u/1  /■'^•'••■on'na  in  importanc*  involving 

•xLr.         ^  J        "    ''    *^*    *"•'•    »'    "thority    from    «' 

nh.r*nt;  Ho.ans,.  of  l,.  important  It  han  b.-en  dw.  U 
.on    at    c-on..|.l..raM,.    L  n^th    In    thl.    pann.hlot.     liJau. 

f  ts  rnportan....  it  ^-a..  kIvom  a  pr,.,nln..nt  plao.  ^t  t  o 
..•<lnninK  of  Christianity  and  Its  Hlhle.  He  cause  of  Is 
■.nportan...    it    .houl.l    not    have    be-n    avoided      he    way 

";::,.?■"  i'^  ^'r  ""'"■'  "^  '"*-  ''^'^'-^  "^  ^nat  .^ok  They 

ft  "'"^"r'-'^-    'hat    h..    has    won    and    .hould    fairly 

ultfon   h,^    ^'T^'    '""""'^-     ^^"'''    "->•   ""•    th.ir   a- 
truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

At    the    risk    of    a    little    repetition    let    us    thorouphK- 

Li  "^ffl"'"**    "   -"thoriUtiv  .nd    binding,   without 

doctnLV  J  ""'■*'  '•"■  *'•  •"^'"•"'"•"t  of  uni?;rmity  in 
doctr.n.  and   pr.ct.c.  on  church.,  and  mini.t.r.'  and   be- 

rr.h?  ?H  T"'  "•  '""^'^  '^^  '^"^  S'»^'^  tho  question  of  a 
right  method  of  Bible  study  is  a  fundamental  one.  Re- 
cornlzlnK  this  Mr.  Warlng's  honesty  compelled  him  (dis- 
Pite  the  temporary  opposition  whioh  it  would  arouse)  to 
mediate  between  Baptist  specialists  and  ordinary  Baptists 
in  the  question  of  a  right  method  of  Bible  «tudv.  He  has 
won  in  the  primary  l.ssue  raised  against  him".  Yet  his 
Hihr\  ''?^  ''^  Tianfully  acknowledging  that  he  was 
right,  have    n  many  ways  avoided   the  primary  Issue  that 

cern'^^T  I  ""'•  '^"^•^'  ''''''''  "«^  '^^'^  analogies  con- 
cernmg  it,  they  have  tried  to  change  It.  and  they  have 
tried  to  drown  it  in  appeals  of  d.  nominatlonallsni 

After    years    of    prayerful,    careful    study,    Mr.    Waring 
published  his  book  to  meet  the  great  need  of  mediating  be 
■ween    specialist's    and    ordinary    readers      Not    a    sentence 
n  his  book  has  been  shown  or  can  be  shown  to  be  contrary 
to   the   Baptist   faith.     Yet   a   few  persistent   Baptist   critics 
have  raised   the  denominational   cry  against  it.     In  so  do- 
ing they  have  refused   to  see  it  in  the  light  of  its  declared 
purpose  and  refused  in  the  light  of  frequent  requests  that 
they   so   view    it.     Not    only   this    but    they    frequently   have 
m  s     presented    the   positions    taken   in    the   book   and    read 
jnto    ditferent    passages    meanings    that    were    not    there 
Even    when    professing    to    review    the    book    they   have    ie-" 
nored    the    tribute    to    its   worth    in    the   faot    that   it    was 
adODted    info   th»   Pf>nQf..i.«n,.a   r>'>~'-    oi     -i 

,      "     ,         "     ,         '^^  1jiu:c-  study  scries  and   put 

into  the  adult  division  to  which  President  Harper  and 
Profe.-sor  E.  D.  Burton  were  the  other  contributors. 
Thy  ha\e  endeavored  to  minimize  the  worth  of  the  strong 
and    glowing    words    concerning    it    that    were    written    bv 
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the   ublvMt    Moholars   and   eduratlunal    loaderx   on    ilh<   v  m- 
tin^nt. 

Mr.  Warln»'B  congregation  rtcognlzcs  that  he  has  won 
a  the  prinmry  tHMue  raiswd  against  him  and  that  he  has 
tried  In  vain  to  get  hU  criticH  honestly  to  uiknowlfMlg*- 
It  and  fairly  faco  what  It  Involves.  It  must  recognlz- 
that  until  hla  iTltU-H  do  this  they  have  no  right  to  ral.««H 
•lUfstionM  in  the  settlement  (if  whlrh  the  BIWo  nni.it  b- 
u.s.-d.  It  inutiit  recognize  that  when  they  do  tlilM,  Mr. 
Waring  with  the  sam  honeHty  and  courage  that  have  won 
In  the  rtrHt  iHsue.  is  ready  to  meet  any  attack  that  is  mad.? 
In  the  open.  Again  and  again,  it  has  given  him  .sixxial  and 
costly  tokens  of  Its  appt eoiation  of  th  ■  courageous  honesty 
back  of  his  efforts  to  be  a  'clMr-,ty«d  middltman.'  It 
must  recognize  that  as  such  he  is  no.  a  mere  t-  Her.  but  a 
teacher.  who«e  »tatement»  and  quctlons  are  designed  to 
stlmulat  •  the  pople  to  think  fur  themselve.><.  It  knows 
that  he  did  not  accopt  his  method  of  Bible  study  without 
a  struggle.  It  has  read  what  he  wrote  concerning  this 
struggle  and  the  result  In  makng  the  Blblj  a  richer 
book  than  before.  Stating  that  he  once  held  the  old 
view   of   Bible  study,   he   wrotr: 

'I  had  been  taught  that  it  was  Hobson't  choice— this 
view  of  the  Bible  or  no  Bible  at  all.  For  a  time  it  seemed 
1)he  end  would  be  no  Bible  at  all.  It  was  a  sad  experience. 
In  my  despondency  and  doubt  I  came  in  touch  with  the 
writings  of  those  Christian  scholars  who  did  not  hold  the 
traditional  view  and  yel)  believed  in  the  Bible  as  the 
Word  of  God.  It  was,  then,  no  Hobson's  choice,  after  all. 
With  their  aid  and  God's  grace,  I  faced  the  issue.  The 
result/  was  that  the  Bible  became  richer  to  me  than  before, 
because  it  gave  me  a  more  real,   living   revelation   of  God. 

My  prayer  and  resolve  since  have  been  to  help  the  in- 
creasing number  who  cannot  accept  the  traditional  view, 
and  also  the  many  others  who  would  be  enriched  by  ac- 
ceptiing  a  better  view.  I  have  deep  sympathy,  however, 
especially  for  the  old  people  who  are  pained  at  any  ques- 
tioning  of  the  old  view.  I  can  understand  how  some  of 
them  can  think  that  a  man  who  does  not  assume  that|  the 
Bible  is  inerrant  is  not  honorable  if  he  remain  in  the 
Baptist  ministiry.  I  try  to  remember  that  the  responsi- 
bility for  tolerance  rests  with  'hose  who  have  the  wider 
vision.' 

'Is  there  a  question  of  hor  )r  and  honesty?'  asks  Mr. 
Grant's  crithiue.  If  there  is  then  we  suBmlt,  in  view  of 
what  we  have  written,  that  it  Is  a  question  of  the  honor 
r..nd  honesty  of  Mr.  Waring'.s  critics  who  have  misre- 
presented him  and  the  po.sitions  taken  In  his  book,  have 
ignored  its  purpose,  have  avoided  the  primary  Issue  and 
what  it  Involves,  and  have  sought  to  submerge  the  Issue 
of    the    bonk    and    Mr.    Waring    himself    in    the    waters    of 


denominational  projudice.  Baptist,  as  he  is.  he  emerges 
tn  newness  of  life  in  applying  hi.s  true  method  of  Bible 
«tudy-the  method  that  he  rrtsents  at  the  beginning  of 
nis  b(W)k. 

So  much  for  the  local  situation  In  Halifax  and  the 
question  of  honor  and  honesty  rai-sed  by  Mr.  Grant  in 
his  pamphlet.     It  leads  naturally  to 

(2)     THE   LARGER  ISSUE  OF  THE  BAPTIST  POSITION 
AND  THE  QUESTION  OF  HONESTY. 
The   attack   mad-   upon    the  author  of  Christianity  and 
Its     Bible,     with     the    denominational     cry,     itp    appeal     to 
ancient    standards,    and    the    question    of    honor    involved 
.:as  mor.'  than  a   local   significance.     There  are   ;>ther  Bap- 
tist   ministers   in    these    provinces    who    have   been    exposed 
to    the    same    attacl<s,    and    there    are    many    oth.^rs    who 
havmg  acoeptfid    the   modern   m,  thod,   know   not   when    tlu- 
storm   may   burst   uj,on   them.     The  young  men   jrraduating 
mm    our    theological    seminaries,    who    have    adopted    the 
mod.rn    position   are   interested.    rThe  churches  of  the   pro- 
vinces  IS   sorely  in   need  of  m,  untrained   men— and  almost 
every     issue    of    our    denominational     -    i)er    has    in     it    a 
Macdonian    cry    for    the    Canadian    young   men    graduating 
from    seminaries    across    the    border    to    return    and    serve 
Canadian    ehurehos.     Some   of   these    mav    hesitate    in    res- 
ponding  to  the  cry,   if  they  discover  that   the  heresy  hunt  r 
IS   abroad    in    the    land    and    what   Pope    Pius   X    is    seeking 
to    do    in     the    Catholic    world    in    his    encyclical    against 
moderni.sm,  a  few  Baptist  (Popes  would  be  an  unr-'-.aritable  » 
word    to    use)    are    seeking   to    do   in    the    Baptist.     In    con- 
sidemg    this   larger    issue    we  may   be  helped    to    a  solution 
of  the  problem   by  frankly  facing  a  few  facts. 

(a)  The  first  is  that  Baptists  have  no  creed  but 
accept  the  Bible  as  an  authoritative  Divine  Revelation  The 
.significance  of  that  fact  has  already  been  pointed  out  in 
discussing   the   local   situation. 

0>)  The  .second  fact  is  that  there ihas  been  among  Bap- 
tists a  const  nt  development  in  doctrine.  A  reviewer  fVed- 
der's  History  of  the  Baptist's  writes:  'It  is  evident  that  in 
their  history  Baptists  have  passed  through  all  sorts  of 
changes  and  in  present  day  discussions  on  disputed  points 
■  n  policy  and  doctrine  the  appeal  to  precedent  and  anti- 
quity IS  of  slightest  value.'  Prof.  Albert  H.  Newman,  D. 
D.,  I.L.  D..  of  Baylor  University.  Waco.  Texas,  the  dis- 
tmguished  Baptist  historian  writes:  'From  the  Apostolic 
time  to  lihe  present  here  has  never  been  comr,lete  agree- 
ment among  Baptists  (»ntipedobaptists)  and  no  half  cen- 
tury has  elapsed  it  is  probable  in  t»ie  history  of  any  par- 
ticular  antipedobaptist  party  without  changes  more  or  less 
marked   in   docUrine  or  in   practice.' 

We  have  a  v.    y  excellent   illustration   of  the   progress 
of  flortrine  and  policy  among  the  Baptist?  of  the  Maritime 


Provinces  in  the  recent  union  of  the  former  Free  Bap- 
tiist  and  Baptist  denominations  in  one  United  Baptist 
body.  We  have  buried  the  old  issues  over  which  the 
Fathers  fought  and  have  come  together  because  of  a  re- 
cognition that  there  are  no  questions  of  conscience  keeping 
us  apart. 

(c)  The  third  fact  is  that  Baptists  today  are  by  no 
means  an  unit  in  their  doctrinal  {Kjsltion.  That  fact  is  so 
evident  that  it  needs  no  proof.  There  has  grown  up  in  the 
great  Baptist  body  two  parties  more  or  less  clearly  de- 
fined and  known  variou.'^ly  as  conservatives  and  libraLs. 
or  by  the  more  opprobnmis  titles  of  Traditionalist  and 
New  Theology  men.  A  m"re  stat.  nient  of  these  three  facts 
s  sufficient  to  settle  the  <|je.stion  of  honor  and  honesty. 
A  lib'-Tal  has  ju.st  as  muci;  right  in  a  Bapti.s-t  pulpit  as  a 
conservative,  and  indeed,  his  preacliing  may  be  more  in 
harmony  with  present  day  Baptist  beliefs  as  taught  in 
our  leading  Baptist  Universities  and  seminaries  than  the 
preaching   of   the   conservative. 

In  vicvv.s  of  these  facts  which  arc  so  self  evident  that 
they  will  nst  be  que.-tioned  l>y  either  party,  two  very 
important  questions  arise  for  the  consideration  of  Bap- 
tists. First,  what  have  Baptists  toc'ay  in  common,  ana 
wherein  do  they  differ?  Second,  what  shall  be  the  attitude 
of  the  one  party  t">  tiie  other'.' 
AGREEMENTS  AND  DIFFERANCES  AMONG  BAPTISTS 

The  late  Erl  B.  Huloert,  DD.,  LL.  D.,  the  eminent 
Baptist  hi.-^torian  and  a  man  able  to  speak  with  author- 
ity on  pre.-ont  day  tendencies  among  the  Baptists  writing 
in  the  Baptist  Standard  in  lS;t7  bus  sums  up  ti;e  agree- 
ments  and    differences   among   the    Baptists: 

'Party  lines  do  not  divide  us  and  are  not  likely  to  r,n 
what  are  commonly  accepted  as  our  distinctive  principles. 
All  Baptists  believe  and  will  probably  continue  to  believe 
in  immersion,  believer's  baptism,  a  regenerate  church  mem- 
bership, the  memorial  character  of  the  Lord's  supper,  local 
church  independency,  separation  of  church  and  state,  soul 
liberty.  Perhaps  increasing  numbers  suspect  that  while 
is  theory  the  Baptists  are  stout  believers  in  soul  liberty 
there  is  no  denomination  harder  on  its  members  if  they 
are  rash  enough  to  exercise  it.  Party  lines  do  not  divide 
us  and  are  not  likely  to  on  the  great  fundamental  saving 
and  moral  truths  of  Christianity.  When  all  non-essentials 
are  stripped  away  and  all  is  reduced  to  original  simplicity 
and  necessity  Baptists  in  the  future  as  in  the  past  will 
confess  a  common  creed.  They  have  never  questioned  any 
primary  saving  and  morally  essential  truth  of  the  gospel 
and  they  show  no  disposition  to  do  so.' 

'Troubles  begin  to  appear  and  divisive  opinions  to  arise 
when  we  enter  the  don^ain  of  metaphysics,  of  speculative 
philosophy,   of   historical    inquiry,   of    dogmatic   theology,   of 
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scientific  discovery,  ef  literary  criticism.  Here  the  Bap- 
tists urt  no  longer  one.  In  our  ranks  the  division  is  less 
apparent  than  in  some  other  denominations,  but  it  is  no 
less  real.  The  lines  are  being  drawn  and  the  party  spirit 
is  gaining  -strength.  Already  the  things  in  which  we  dis- 
agree are  being  more  tialked  about  and  emphasized  than 
those  greater  things  in  which  we  stand  together.'  I  think 
the  readers  of  this  pami)hlet  -will  feel  that  Dr  Ilulbert 
has  given  us  a  fair  and  unprejudiced  statement  of  the 
agreements  and  differencos  existing  among  the  Baptist:? 
of  today.  Recognizing  therefore,  that  Baptists  are  one  In 
their  distinctive  principles  and  in  the  essentials  of  Christ- 
ianity and  that  the  differences  arise  wh'  n  we  enter  tho 
'domain  of  metaphysics,  of  speculative  philosophy,  of  his- 
torical inquiry,  of  dogmatic  theology,  of  scientific  discovery, 
of  literary  criticism,'  the  important  (|u.  stion  arises. 
WHAT  SHALL  BE  THE  ATTITUDE 

OF  THE  ONE  PARTY  TO  THE  OTHER? 
(1)  They  can  magnify  their  differenc  and  enter 
upon  a  war  of  extermination  using  whatever  .vrapons  may 
best  accompli.-^h  their  ends.  The  liberal  can  represent  the 
conservative  as  a  sort  of  O.s-trich  Fool,  who  puts  his  head 
In  the  sands  \  M  he  should  get  a  vision  of  the  truth  and  be 
converted  and  live.  He  can  cast  reflections  on  his  scholar- 
ship and  indus'try  and  paint  a  graphic  picture  of  him  as  a 
Rip  Van  Winkle,  who  has  jiist  awakened  out  of  a  prolonged 
slumber  to  fin  1  him.self  in  a  changed  world  and  is  anxious 
to  bring  ha"\  the  days  of  the  tallow  candle  and  the  stage 
coach.  He  can  speak  of  him  as  a  Foe  of  Liberty,  a  Brake 
(m  the  Wiheels  of  Progress  and  compare  him  to  certain 
Pharisees  and  Saducees  and  priests  and  cardinals  and 
various  other  historical  personages,  who  made  it  uncom- 
fortable for  the  heretics  of  their  day.  The  Conservative, 
on,  his  part,  can  heap  ridicule  and  contempt  on  the  liberal. 
He  can  represent  him  as  a  demagogue,  a  breeder  of 
trouble,  a  wrrcker  of  the  Christian  faiM.  He  can  wield 
the  ecclesiastical  sword  and  excite  his  denomination  against 
him  by  popular  appeals  to  passion  and  prejudice.  He  can 
paint  a  picture  of  him  as  a  Wolf  in  Sheep's  Clothing,  who 
has  cr  "pt  into  a  Baptist  pulpit  and  is  using  that  pulpit 
to  rend  and  .scatter  the  flock.  Tlie  liberal  can  caricature 
the  doctrines  held  by  the  conservative,  and  the  conservative 
can  di.s-tort  and  misrepresent  thi;  message  of  th-^  liberal. 
Each  can  scheme  ami  canvass  and  cultivate  a  spirit  of 
low  political  craft  whereby  resolution  ir  ay  be  passed  con- 
demning the  doctrines  of  the  other.  Tney  can  carry  their 
warfare  into  t'he  pul)lic  pre^s,  into  the  denominational 
paiiers  and  at  as.socations  and  con\ention  gatherings  until 
a  scoffing  pul)lio  will  say,  not  as  did  the  heathen:  'Behold 
how  these  Christians  love  one  another,'  but  'Behold  how 
they  fighV 
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(2)  On  the  other  hand,  Liberals  and  Conservatives, 
Instead  of  magnifying  their  differences,  can  put  new  em- 
phasis on  the  things  which  they  hold  in  common.  The 
Consorvativo,  recognizing  the  fact  that  down  through  the 
centuries,  thre  has  been  a  constant  development  in  doc- 
trine that  indeed  the  hetrodoxy  of  one  age  to  a  later  age 
is  frequently  tho  faith  of  the  Fathers,  can  subscribe  to 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  John  Robinson,  when  he  de- 
clared to  the  Pilgrim  Fath  rs  as  they  were  just  about  to 
sail  on  tile  m.imentous  voyage  across  the  Atlantic:  'thab' 
the  Lord  has  more  truth  and  light  yet  to  break  out  of  his 
holy  word.'  Th'j  Liberals  too,  can  recognize  the  fact  hat 
the  conservatives  have  often  saved  the  church  from  heresy 
which  if  successful,  would  have  been  fatal  to  pure  and 
evangt  lica!  t'hri-tianity.  These  facts  will  lead  t>oth  to  cul- 
tivate a  spirit  of  charity  and  Christian  cmrt:sy.  As  Ba;;- 
tists,  and  tliereforr  believers  In  the  great  principle  of  soul 
liberty,  w  i-  will  be  tolerant  of  those  whose  opini  )ns  d)  not 
exactly  oincide  with  o.ir  own.  A  di-tingLii.shed  IJaptist  hi.-s- 
t  irian  j>uts  it  thus  strongly: 

*Th3   ."^jptici:  hav  trjr'''t  th  ^  cthir  d'- rimiiiJ-*-- ' 

the  Christian  world  what  toleration  is  and  now  we  will  not 
violate  the  letter  and  spirit  of  it  againsfi  our  own  brethren. 
In  every  decade  of  our  history  we  have  suffered  in  some 
part  of  the  world  from  the  intolerant  spirit  of  professed 
disciples  of  Christ.  We  have  felt  the  injustice  of  it.  We 
have  protested  against  the  iniquity  of  it.  We  have  warn- 
ed our  adversaries  that  they  would  never  win  their  cause 
by  the  exercise  of  it.  Today  we  stand  before  the  world  as 
the  triumphant  champions  and  defenders  of  toleration.'  and 
'today  we  will  not  belie  our  antecedents  by  turning  with 
intolerant  zeal  against  our  own  brethren,  who  happen  to 
be  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  poorer  theologians  than  our- 
selves.'  This  does  not  involve  a  cowardly  silence  on  dis- 
puted questions  cither  on  the  part  of  liberal  or  conservative 
I^et  the  liberal  fearlessly  deliver  tho  message  of  truth 
that  has  be<'n  giv^n  to  him  of  God  and  let  the  conservative 
as  fearlessly  rebuke  what  seems  to  him  the  errors  of 
modern  thought.  Surely  the  Baptist  den<miination  is  big 
enougOi  and  broad  enough  to  have  in  it  men  of  different 
tyi)es  of  thei)l()gical  thought.  The  conservative  is  needed 
to  keep  the  d 'nominati  >n  from  going  too  fast  and  th(; 
liberal  is  needed  to  keeo  it  from  standing  still.  The  frank- 
est discus^;i^n  of  all  interpretation  of  doctrin^^  and  policy 
over  which  there  are  di:"fer  mces  of  opinii>n  among  us  will 
be  of  \-aliie  in  promoting  a  knowledge  of  the  truth,  but 
let  thn  discussion  be  carried  on  in  a  spirit  of  charity  and 
Christian  courtesy.  The  man  who  enters  into  personal- 
ities and  raises  denominational  cries  and  adopts  a  metliod 
of  misrepresentation  and  s  eks  to  l:ibel  his  opponents  witih 
some  unpopular  name,  is  not  only  cxhibitinat  an  unchristian 
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spirit,  but  is  oxixj^lng  liiinseif  to  the  suspicion  that  he  is 
not  lis  much  intort\sited  in  dt fending  the  truth  as  in  de- 
fending  his   prejudices. 

This  pamphlet  is  seat  out  with  the  hope  that  It  will 
remove  .some  of  the  misconceptionn  concerning  Cihristianity 
and  It.s  Fiible  and  at  the  same  time  lead  to  a  l)etter  spirit 
in  the  discus.sion  of  some  of  the  points  of  differences, 
among  Haptists  to-  day.  The  spirit  of  "Christianity  and 
Its  Bible"  we  have  shown  to  be  excellent.  We  have  also 
shown  that  it  is  designed  to  be  and  is  a  book  that  both 
■liberal  and  conservative  Baptist  leaders  could  recommend 
to  the  people  as  common  ground  on  which  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  questions  at  issue  between  the 
liberal  and  conservative  scholars  to-day.  In  the  name  of 
fair  play  let  it  be  treated  as  such. 

Since   writing   the   above  I   find   that  the  American   In- 
stitute of  Sacred   Literature  has   put   "Christianity  and   Its 
Bible"    at    the    beginning    of    the    latest    of    its    "Popular 
("ourxes  for  Laymen.'     In  the.se   'courses  the  effort  is  made 
to    acijuaint    the    reader    with    the    best    recent    literature 
upon     some    subject     connect'  '     with    religious    education 
from    the    pedagogical,    ethical    or    biblical    point    of   view." 
This  means  that  the  book  is  n  commended   by  the  scholar- 
.ship  of  Council   of  Soventy  which   "does  not  stand  for  any 
thc>ory  of   interpretation,   or  school   of  critici.sm,   or  denom- 
ination;    but    for    a    definrite    endeavor    to    promo|e    the 
knowledge  of  the  Word   of  God   as   inti-rpreted   in   the   best 
light    of    co-day."     It    will    be    of    interest    to    Mr.    Waring's 
many    friends    to    learn    that    this    council    includes    among 
its  members  a  dozen  or  so  of  the  abljst  Baptis     Presidents 
and    Professors   on    the    continent    and   among   its   associate 
members  a  still  larger  number  of  Baptist  scholars.     Among 
f'h.  se  President  Strong   writes  that  'the   reading  of  Christ- 
ianity  and    lis   Bible   by   laymen    will    be   an   educating   and 
improving  process.'     And  President  Faunce  writes,  'I  heart- 
ily   hope    the   work    will    hav>^   wide    circulation."     The    title 
page  of  "Chritianity  and  Its  Bible  says  it  is  "A  Text-book 
and     for     Private    Reading."     As     a    text-book    for    adult 
classes    it    has    been    adoi>ted    into    the    constructive    Bible 
study    series.     As    a    book    for    private    reading    by    laymen 
it    is    recommended    by     tho    eminent    sc'.olarship    of    the 
Council    of    Seventy.     It     is    evident    the    author's    purpose 
was  a  g(3od   one  and  that   't  has   been   carried  out   success- 
fully.    I    rejoice    in    his    success. 

Camp1)e]lton,   March    5th.,   1908. 
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